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The Comprehensive Plan was first adopted on July 25, 1994, by Ordinance 117221.

Comprehensive Plan Amendments

Adoption 
Date

Ordinance 
Number

Nature of Amendments

12/12/94 117436 1994 Cap�tal Improvement Program

7/31/95 117735 1995 Comprehens�ve Plan amendments

11/27/95 117906 Adopt�on of a new Human Development Element

11/27/95 117915 1995 S�x-Year CIP amendments 

7/01/96 118197 Response to 4/2/96 Growth Management Hear�ngs Board remand.  
Repealed policy L-127 of Ord. 117735

9/23/96 118408 Add�t�on of Shorel�ne Master Program to Plan

11/18/96 118388 1996 CIP amendments 

11/18/96 118389 1996 annual amendments

6/16/97 118622 Pol�c�es for the reuse of Sand Po�nt Naval Stat�on

9/8/97 118722 Response to 3/97 GMHB remand

11/13/97 118820 1997 S�x-Year CIP amendments

11/13/97 118821 1997 annual amendments; add�t�on of Cultural Resources element

6/22/98 119047 Adopt�on of the Ballard Interbay Northend Manufactur�ng/Industr�al  
Center ne�ghborhood plan

8/17/98 119111 Adopt�on of the Crown H�ll/Ballard ne�ghborhood plan

10/26/98 119207 1998 annual amendments

11/02/98 119217 Adopt�on of the Wall�ngford ne�ghborhood plan

11/02/98 119216 Adopt�on of the Central Area ne�ghborhood plan

11/16/98 119231 Adopt�on of the P�oneer Square ne�ghborhood plan

11/16/98 119230 Adopt�on of the Un�vers�ty ne�ghborhood plan

11/23/98 119264 1998 S�x-Year CIP amendments

12/07/98 119322 Adopt�on of the Eastlake ne�ghborhood plan

12/14/98 119298 Adopt�on of the MLK@Holly ne�ghborhood plan

12/14/98 119297 Adopt�on of the Ch�natown/Internat�onal D�str�ct ne�ghborhood plan

1/25/99 119356 Adopt�on of the South Park ne�ghborhood plan

2/08/99 119365 Adopt�on of the Denny Tr�angle ne�ghborhood plan

3/15/99 119401 Adopt�on of the South Lake Un�on ne�ghborhood plan

3/15/99 119403 Adopt�on of the Queen Anne ne�ghborhood plan

3/22/99 119413 Adopt�on of the P�ke/P�ne ne�ghborhood plan

3/22/99 119412 Adopt�on of the F�rst H�ll ne�ghborhood plan

5/10/99 119464 Adopt�on of the Belltown ne�ghborhood plan

5/24/99 119475 Adopt�on of the Commerc�al Core ne�ghborhood plan

6/07/99 119498 Adopt�on of the Cap�tol H�ll ne�ghborhood plan

7/06/99 119524 Adopt�on of the Green Lake ne�ghborhood plan

7/06/99 119525 Adopt�on of the Roosevelt ne�ghborhood plan

7/09/99 119538 Adopt�on of the Aurora L�cton ne�ghborhood plan

7/21/99 119506 Adoption of the West Seattle Junction neighborhood plan

8/23/99 119615 Adopt�on of the Westwood/H�ghland Park ne�ghborhood plan

Legislative History of the Comprehensive PlanLegislative History
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Adoption 
Date

Ordinance 
Number

Nature of Amendments

8/23/99 119614 Adopt�on of the Ra�n�er Beach ne�ghborhood plan

9/07/99 119633 Adopt�on of the North Ne�ghborhoods ne�ghborhood plan

9/07/99 119634 Adoption of the Morgan Junction neighborhood plan

9/27/99 119671 Adopt�on of the North Ra�n�er ne�ghborhood plan

10/04/99 119685 Adopt�on of the Broadv�ew/B�tter Lake/Haller Lake ne�ghborhood plan

10/04/99 119687 Adopt�on of the Fremont ne�ghborhood plan

10/11/99 119694 Adopt�on of the Columb�a C�ty ne�ghborhood plan

10/25/99 119713 Adopt�on of the North Beacon H�ll ne�ghborhood plan

10/25/99 119714 Adopt�on of the Adm�ral ne�ghborhood plan

11/15/99 119743 Adopt�on of the Greenwood/Ph�nney R�dge ne�ghborhood plan

11/15/99 119744 1999 annual amendments

11/22/99 119760 1999 S�x-Year CIP amendments

12/06/99 119789 Adopt�on of the Delr�dge ne�ghborhood plan

2/07/00 119852 Adopt�on of the Georgetown ne�ghborhood plan

6/12/00 119973
Adopt�on of the Greater Duwam�sh Manufactur�ng/Industr�al Center  

ne�ghborhood plan

11/13/00 120158
Response to Growth Management Hear�ngs Board remand; Green-
wood/Ph�nney R�dge ne�ghborhood plan

12/11/00 120201 2000 five-year Comprehensive Plan review amendments

10/15/01 120563 2001 annual amendments 

12/09/02 121020 2002 annual amendments

12/13/04 121701 2004 10-year Update to Comprehens�ve Plan

10/10/05 121955 2005 Annual Amendments

  

Resolutions Related to Vision for City of Seattle Comprehensive Plan

Passage 
Date

Resolution Nature of Legislation

7/25/94 28962 1994 V�s�on for the Comprehens�ve Plan

11/27/95 29215
Updated 1994 Vision to reflect addition of Human Development  
element in Comprehensive Plan (Ord. 117906)

12/11/00 30252
Updated Vision to reflect Cultural Resources and Environment  
elements and adopt�on of ne�ghborhood plans

12/13/04 30727
Updated V�s�on �n conjunct�on w�th the 2004 10-year Update to the 
Comprehens�ve Plan
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Vision for the Comprehensive Plan

A Introducing Seattle’s  
Comprehensive Plan

The C�ty of Seattle’s Comprehens�ve Plan, Toward a 
Susta�nable Seattle, �s a 20-year pol�cy plan (1994-
2014) designed to articulate a vision of how Seattle 
w�ll grow �n ways that susta�n �ts c�t�zens’ values.  
The Comprehens�ve Plan makes bas�c pol�cy cho�ces 
and provides a flexible framework for adapting to 
real cond�t�ons over t�me. The �n�t�al bu�ld�ng blocks 
of the Comprehens�ve Plan are the “elements” re-
qu�red by the state’s Growth Management Act:  land 
use, transportat�on, hous�ng, cap�tal fac�l�t�es and 
ut�l�t�es. K�ng County’s Countyw�de Plann�ng Pol�c�es 
requ�re the add�t�on of an econom�c development el-
ement, and the Seattle Framework Pol�c�es (Resolu-
tion 28535) inspired the inclusion of a neighborhood 
planning element when the Plan was first adopted in 
1994.  The Framework Pol�c�es also �nsp�red the later 
add�t�ons of a Human Development element and an 
Env�ronmental element to the Plan.  The �deas �n the 
plan were developed over five years through discus-
s�on and debate and the creat�ve th�nk�ng of thou-
sands of Seattle c�t�zens work�ng w�th C�ty staff and 
elected officials.

B The Vision

Seattle’s community values

From the beg�nn�ng of the plann�ng process, d�s-
cussion among Seattleites focused on defining the 
future �n terms of the values we hold most closely. 
Cho�ces among pol�cy d�rect�ons and the we�gh�ng 
of pr�or�t�es have been made on the bas�s of publ�cly 
expressed values.

Basic values that Seattleites defined in discussions 
about the Framework Pol�c�es serve as the bas�s for 
the pol�c�es �n the Plan and are l�sted below. What 
the Plan must ma�nta�n and enhance over t�me to be 
true to �ts c�t�zens’ v�s�ons are:

• Cont�nu�ty 
• Freedom
• D�vers�ty 
• Good Government
• Econom�c Secur�ty 
• Opportunity
• Educat�on and L�fe Long Learn�ng 
• Health and Safety
• Env�ronmental Qual�ty 
• Progress

From the many d�scuss�ons and debates that contr�b-
uted to the development of the Comprehens�ve Plan, 
a s�mple set of four values — Seattle’s core values 
— has emerged. These core values are:

• Community
• Environmental Stewardship
• Economic Opportunity and Security
• Social Equity

These core values are the fundamental pr�nc�ples 
that gu�de the Comprehens�ve Plan and the ult�mate 
measure of �ts success or fa�lure. 
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Community
Seattle�tes understand that the health of the c�ty 
and of the whole reg�on depends on the strength 
of commun�ty w�th�n and between ne�ghborhoods 
and across c�ty and county boundar�es.  We are all 
�n th�s place together.  Seattle�tes share pr�de �n the 
commun�ty fabr�c of Seattle’s ne�ghborhoods and the 
d�vers�ty of �ts people.  At the ne�ghborhood level, 
res�dents and bus�ness people exper�ence the great-
est sense of belong�ng to a commun�ty. 

The C�ty w�ll fac�l�tate and support a strong sense 
of commun�ty w�th�n ne�ghborhoods.  The C�ty w�ll 
str�ve to support people of all ages, and ethn�c, eco-
nomic or social groups in finding a sense of belong-
�ng and ownersh�p, access�ng needed serv�ces, and 
connect�ng w�th other people.  The plan ant�c�pates 
that res�dents, commun�ty organ�zat�ons, �nst�tut�ons 
and bus�ness people w�ll collaborate w�th the C�ty 
to find acceptable, desirable and innovative ways 
to ach�eve Seattle’s goals through ne�ghborhood 
plann�ng processes.  At the same t�me, through �ts 
act�ons the C�ty w�ll str�ve to strengthen a sense of 
commun�ty among people throughout the c�ty and 
w�ll be a leader �n efforts to bu�ld broad support for 
econom�c, env�ronmental and soc�al commun�ty �n 
the reg�on.  

Environmental Stewardship
The natural and bu�lt env�ronments are prec�ous 
resources that should be preserved, protected and 
enhanced.  The Comprehens�ve Plan calls for Seattle 
to cont�nue to be a nat�onal leader �n env�ronmental 
stewardsh�p.  The C�ty w�ll str�ve to: 

• protect and �mprove the qual�ty of the 
global and local env�ronments;

• ma�nta�n and enhance cond�t�ons necessary 
to a healthy env�ronment;

• manage the C�ty’s bu�lt env�ronment so as 
to l�m�t �ts �mpact on natural resources and 
to respons�bly steward publ�c �nvestment;

• act as a role model for �nd�v�duals and bus�-
nesses �n env�ronmental management and 
preservat�on pract�ces; 

• help all c�t�zens to become env�ronmental 
stewards; and

• �mprove the overall qual�ty of l�fe  
�n Seattle. 

Th�s Comprehens�ve Plan tr�es to address some of 
the Seattle area’s broad env�ronmental problems.  
For example, the Plan’s urban v�llages concept ad-
dresses a number of env�ronmental concerns.  The 
urban v�llage concept promotes compact, more pe-
destr�an-or�ented development and alternat�ve (non-
auto) transportation choices such as transit, as well 
as �ncent�ve and d�s�ncent�ve programs to encour-
age gett�ng around w�thout a car.  The emphas�s on 
compact development �s �ntended to m�t�gate a�r and 
stormwater d�scharge pollut�on from automob�les, 
loss of green space, and �ncreases �n �mperv�ous sur-
faces that results from non-compact development.
 
The emphas�s on affordable hous�ng and ne�ghbor-
hood plann�ng assumes that �f c�t�zens have access 
to affordable hous�ng �ns�de the urban area and can 
find employment and shopping in their neighbor-
hoods, the need to travel by car �s less frequent.  
Each of these aspects of the Plan helps to conserve 
natural areas, open space and w�ldl�fe hab�tat.  The 
Plan also recogn�zes that by focus�ng on conserva-
t�on of both water and energy, the C�ty can control 
�mpacts from two major act�v�t�es of C�ty government 
– supplying water and power to significant portions 
of the reg�on.
 
For recently recogn�zed env�ronmental �ssues, 
such as global cl�mate change and loss of Ch�nook 
salmon, the C�ty can be a leader �n �ts own pract�ces 
and act�v�t�es, as well as be�ng a regulator, educa-
tor, catalyst and advocate.  The Plan also addresses 
these �ssues.
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Chang�ng our act�ons to protect the env�ronment 
should be the foundat�on for further �n�t�at�ves.  The 
C�ty w�ll work w�th res�dents, employees, bus�nesses, 
�nst�tut�ons and ne�ghbor�ng jur�sd�ct�ons to str�ve for 
�mprovement �n the qual�ty of the c�ty’s and reg�on’s 
a�r, water, so�ls and bu�lt env�ronment, and for �n-
creases �n preserved open space and reduct�ons �n 
no�se levels.  Ind�v�duals, �ndustr�es and bus�nesses 
w�ll be encouraged to employ sound env�ronmental 
pract�ces.  Successes �n chang�ng our ways to those 
that protect the env�ronment w�ll be the foundat�on 
for further env�ronmental protect�on efforts.  Recent 
successes �nclude reduc�ng waste, recycl�ng, reduc-
�ng use of hazardous mater�als, conserv�ng energy 
and water, walk�ng, b�cycl�ng, carpool�ng and us�ng 
publ�c trans�t, and us�ng susta�nable des�gn pract�ces, 
h�stor�c preservat�on and des�gn rev�ew.
 
Economic Opportunity and Security
C�t�zens of Seattle want themselves, the�r ch�ldren 
and others living in the city to enjoy the benefit of a 
healthy economy.  They w�sh to ensure the cont�nua-
t�on of econom�c opportun�ty and secur�ty of l�vel�-
hood in a manner that balances these benefits with 
full real�zat�on of other values.  A strong economy 
�s fundamental to ma�nta�n�ng the qual�ty of l�fe �n 
Seattle �n order that �nd�v�duals may meet the�r bas�c 
needs for food and shelter, health care and educa-
t�on, and that government may generate the re-
sources necessary to support publ�c �nvestment and 
amen�t�es and to help people who need ass�stance. 
  
The C�ty w�ll look for ways to enhance the reg�on’s 
econom�c prosper�ty and w�ll accommodate a  
reasonable share of the reg�on’s econom�c growth.  
Th�s �s �ntended to �ncrease opportun�ty and equ�ty 
for the c�ty’s d�stressed commun�t�es, ra�se personal 
�ncomes, and �ncrease tax revenues.  The C�ty w�ll 
act�vely promote Seattle’s �nvolvement �n the global 
economy by creat�ng a pos�t�ve env�ronment for 
�nternat�onal trade.  The C�ty w�ll act�vely promote an 
employment env�ronment that prov�des l�vable wage 
jobs and the educat�on and sk�ll-bu�ld�ng  
opportun�t�es to ensure employab�l�ty for all  
commun�ty members.
 

Social Equity
Seattle�tes recogn�ze that resources and opportun�-
t�es are not l�m�tless and must be shared among all 
members of the commun�ty. Seattle c�t�zens seek 
greater equity in the opportunity to benefit from, 
part�c�pate �n and contr�bute to the l�fe of  
the commun�ty. 
 
In order to promote equal�ty, just�ce and under-
stand�ng, the C�ty w�ll not tolerate d�scr�m�nat�on �n 
employment or hous�ng on the bas�s of race, color, 
age, gender, mar�tal status, sexual or�entat�on, pol�t�-
cal �deology, creed, rel�g�on, ancestry, nat�onal or�g�n 
or the presence of any sensory, mental or phys�cal 
d�sab�l�ty.  The C�ty w�ll a�m for a more equ�table 
soc�ety than ex�sted �n 1994.
 
The C�ty w�ll endeavor to ensure that �ts c�t�zens 
have the educat�on, sk�lls and opportun�ty to part�c�-
pate in and benefit from economic growth.  Special 
attent�on w�ll be d�rected to res�dents of d�stressed 
commun�t�es, where �ncomes, educat�onal levels, sk�ll 
levels and labor force part�c�pat�on rates are lower 
than average.  Spec�al attent�on w�ll also be prov�ded 
to econom�cally d�stressed commun�t�es to ensure 
that the qual�ty of �nfrastructure and serv�ces are 
prov�ded to support econom�c v�ab�l�ty and a sense 
of h�gh qual�ty of l�v�ng �n all parts of the c�ty. 
 
Seattle’s future depends on the sk�lls, strength 
and v�tal�ty of all �ts people.  C�ty bu�ld�ng �nvolves 
people’s �ncreased �nvolvement �n and connect�on 
to the commun�ty; more support�ve fam�l�es and 
health�er ch�ldren; �ncreased access to health care 
and serv�ces; a more sk�lled and capable workforce; 
and �ncreased safety �n homes, ne�ghborhoods and 
streets.  The C�ty w�ll encourage Seattle�tes to better 
understand one another and to create urban en-
v�ronments that work for people.  The commun�ty 
must work together toward reduc�ng poverty and 
creat�ng opportun�t�es for all people, and ass�st�ng 
those �n the populat�on who are most vulnerable.
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toward a sustainable Seattle
 
A Nat�ve Amer�can proverb rem�nds us that “Every 
dec�s�on must take �nto account �ts effect on the next 
seven generat�ons.”  Susta�nab�l�ty refers to the long-
term soc�al, econom�c and env�ronmental health of 
our commun�ty.  A susta�nable culture thr�ves w�th-
out comprom�s�ng the ab�l�ty of future generat�ons to 
meet the�r needs. 
 
Seattle’s comm�tment to susta�nab�l�ty �s supported 
by th�s Plan.  Susta�nable c�t�es use resources ef-
ficiently and effectively.  They reuse and recycle.  
They recogn�ze constra�nts and bu�ld on assets.  
They use ex�st�ng local resources where they can.  
They m�n�m�ze exportat�on of env�ronmental r�sk.  
They prov�de phys�cal and econom�c secur�ty, and 
they distribute these and other benefits evenly.  
They balance the need for growth w�th the needs for 
stab�l�ty and prudent use of resources.
 
The Plan’s four core values — commun�ty, env�-
ronmental stewardsh�p, econom�c opportun�ty and 
secur�ty, and soc�al equ�ty — are key components 
of susta�nab�l�ty. Separately, they are necessary but 
insufficient; taken together they become a solid 
foundat�on upon wh�ch to bu�ld a susta�nable future 
for ourselves and the generat�ons to follow.
   

the urban village strategy
 
The goal that unifies all the elements of the Com-
prehens�ve Plan �s to preserve the best qual�t�es of 
Seattle’s d�st�nct ne�ghborhoods wh�le respond�ng 
pos�t�vely and creat�vely to the pressures of change 
and growth.  A key component of the C�ty’s plan to 
ach�eve th�s goal �s the urban v�llage strategy.
 
The urban v�llage strategy comb�nes small changes 
�n the c�ty’s development pattern w�th a more com-
plete and compet�t�ve �ntermodal publ�c transporta-
t�on system; the targeted use of hous�ng ass�stance 
funds and plann�ng tools to prov�de des�rable and af-
fordable hous�ng; �nvestment �n fac�l�t�es and serv�ce 
del�very systems des�gned to serve h�gher dens�ty 
ne�ghborhoods; and ne�ghborhood-based dec�s�ons 
bu�lt upon local c�t�zens’ expressed pr�or�t�es.
 

Seattle w�ll str�ve to develop and enhance thes  
qual�t�es of urban v�llages, �nclud�ng:
 

• a d�verse m�x of people of var�ed ages, 
�ncomes, cultures, employment,  
and �nterests;

 
• v�brant, pedestr�an-or�ented commerc�al 

areas w�th stores, serv�ces and, �n certa�n 
v�llages, employment;

 
• a var�ety of hous�ng types, rang�ng  

appropr�ately for each v�llage scale to meet 
the needs and preferences of the  
d�verse commun�ty;

 
• a strong relat�onsh�p between res�dent�al 

and commerc�al areas; 
 
• commun�ty fac�l�t�es, �nclud�ng schools, 

commun�ty and recreat�on centers, l�brar-
�es, parks, and human serv�ces, w�th�n 
walk�ng d�stance of the v�llage core; 

 
• partnersh�ps w�th ne�ghborhood and com-

mun�ty-based organ�zat�ons to �mprove 
people’s access to serv�ces and act�v�t�es 
and to create opportun�t�es for �nteract�on 
through such means as ne�ghborhood plan-
n�ng and commun�ty pol�c�ng;

 
• trans�t, b�cycle and pedestr�an fac�l�t�es w�th 

connect�ons to ne�ghbor�ng v�llages, good 
c�rculat�on w�th�n the v�llage and between 
the v�llage and surround�ng ne�ghborhoods;

 
• well-�ntegrated publ�c open space, prov�d-

�ng recreat�onal opportun�t�es for v�llage 
res�dents and workers;

 
• a unique identity reflecting local history, 

the v�llage’s natural features, �ts culture 
and other sources of commun�ty pr�de.
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a city for families
 
In add�t�on to be�ng the pr�mary employment center 
of the reg�on, Seattle w�ll cont�nue to be a res�den-
t�al c�ty and w�ll rema�n home to a w�de var�ety of 
people. As the reg�on’s populat�on grows, Seattle w�ll 
cont�nue to welcome newcomers and ensure that 
our commun�ty’s ch�ldren can choose to make the�r 
future home here as adults.
 
The C�ty w�ll make spec�al efforts to keep Seattle at-
tract�ve for ch�ldren and the�r fam�l�es. These efforts 
will have the benefit of also making the community 
attract�ve to households w�thout ch�ldren. In order to 
attract and reta�n households w�th ch�ldren:
 
• The C�ty w�ll support ne�ghborhoods that 

prov�de a range of commerc�al, cultural, educa-
t�onal and recreat�onal serv�ces, and that can be 
eas�ly and safely traversed on foot or by b�cycle;

• The C�ty w�ll support �ncreased opportun�t�es  
for households w�th young ch�ldren to secure 
su�table hous�ng w�th yards and play areas 
adjacent to the�r homes, whether they seek to 
rent or buy;

• The C�ty w�ll encourage the development of a 
var�ety of mult�fam�ly hous�ng types w�th fea-
tures attract�ve to households w�th ch�ldren;

• The C�ty w�ll use the �nst�tut�onal and pol�t�cal 
resources at �ts d�sposal to ensure excellent 
educat�on for all students �n the Seattle Publ�c 
Schools as well as �n pr�vate schools, �nst�tut�ons 
of h�gher educat�on, and educat�onal fac�l�t�es 
throughout the commun�ty. The qual�ty of  
educat�on �s a cr�t�cal factor �n reta�n�ng house-
holds w�th ch�ldren �n the c�ty. Schools and 
libraries are significant institutions for children, 
youth and the�r fam�l�es �n teach�ng soc�al sk�lls 
and cr�t�cal th�nk�ng, promot�ng l�fe-long learn-
ing, and serving as significant resources for the 
local commun�ty. 

C Getting There from Here

The Plan �s �ntended to manage growth and change 
�n Seattle for the next 20 years. The future descr�bed 
�n the Plan cannot be ach�eved all at once. 

Over the life of the Plan, growth likely will occur 
more slowly at t�mes, more rap�dly at others, and �n 
somewhat d�fferent patterns and sequences than �s 
currently foreseen. The best a plan can be �s a well-
educated guess about how to accommodate people 
and cond�t�ons that cannot be known �n advance.  
An effective plan must be flexible enough to succeed 
w�th�n a range of l�kely cond�t�ons and be adjusted as 
those cond�t�ons are mon�tored and evaluated, wh�le 
ma�nta�n�ng a steady a�m at �ts ult�mate goals.

Through the urban v�llage strategy, the Plan �ntends 
to ach�eve goals that are shaped by the core values.  
The Plan’s flexibility comes from the mechanisms 
that perm�t �ts adaptat�on to needs as they ar�se 
from the real exper�ence of the next 20 years.
The follow�ng mechan�sms w�ll help translate the 
Plan’s pol�c�es �nto C�ty act�ons. 

Neighborhood Planning that followed the  
adopt�on of th�s plan produced amendments that 
ta�lor the plan’s c�tyw�de perspect�ve to �nd�v�dual 
urban and manufactur�ng centers, v�llages and 
ne�ghborhoods. Ne�ghborhood plans are expected to 
continue to aid in adjusting and fine-tuning the plan 
over t�me.

Coordination with Other Jurisdictions �s occur-
r�ng through reg�onal plann�ng processes.  Seattle 
representat�ves have part�c�pated w�th K�ng County, 
suburban c�t�es and Puget Sound Reg�onal Counc�l 
representat�ves.  Many reg�onal �ssues have been 
addressed sketch�ly.  Many others have been �dent�-
fied for future discussion.  Undoubtedly, continued 
reg�onal plann�ng forums w�ll be needed to meet the 
Growth Management Act’s challenge for reg�onal 
act�on toward creat�ng, �mplement�ng and fund�ng a 
shared v�s�on.
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Regulations have been and w�ll be adopted when 
necessary to conform to the pol�c�es �n th�s Plan.  

A Strategic Investment Strategy w�ll descr�be a 
framework for mak�ng resource allocat�on dec�s�ons 
�n an env�ronment where wants and needs always 
exceed the finite resources available.  Tradeoffs 
among many poss�ble �nvestment cho�ces w�ll be 
made to ach�eve the Plan’s goals.  The framework 
w�ll add d�mens�on to the Plan’s goals by enabl�ng 
them to be addressed over t�me. 

Monitoring and Evaluation w�ll be done per�od�-
cally to assess progress toward ach�ev�ng Compre-
hens�ve Plan goals as well as to measure cond�t�ons 
and changes occurr�ng �n the c�ty.  Mon�tor�ng and 
evaluat�on w�ll help ensure cons�stency w�th�n and 
among the Plan elements as well as w�th the Growth 
Management Act and county and reg�onal growth 
plans.  Mon�tor�ng and evaluat�on w�ll lead to both 
Plan amendments and �mproved ab�l�ty to project 
future cond�t�ons.  The Seattle Plann�ng Comm�ss�on 
w�ll ass�st the Mayor and the C�ty Counc�l �n mon�tor-
�ng and evaluat�on of the Plan and w�ll adv�se them 
as to any needed amendments to the Plan.  

Citizen Participation �n C�ty processes w�ll bu�ld 
upon the d�alogue between government and c�t�zens 
that began w�th the development and adopt�on of 
the Plan.  The City will strive to find improved means 
to commun�cate w�th and �nvolve c�t�zens �n plann�ng 
and dec�s�on-mak�ng.  The C�ty w�ll str�ve to pro-
v�de �nformat�on that can be eas�ly understood and 
to prov�de access for publ�c �nvolvement.  Th�s w�ll 
�nclude processes for amend�ng and �mplement�ng 
the Plan.
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Application of the Comprehensive Plan
The pr�nc�pal purpose of th�s Comprehens�ve Plan 
�s to prov�de pol�c�es that gu�de the development of 
the C�ty �n the context of reg�onal growth manage-
ment. These pol�ces can be looked to by c�t�zens 
and by all levels of government �n plann�ng for 
growth. Specifically, the Plan will be used by the City 
of Seattle to help make dec�s�ons about proposed 
ord�nances, pol�c�es and programs. Although the Plan 
w�ll be used to d�rect the development of regulat�ons 
wh�ch govern land use and development, the Plan 
will not be used to review applications for specific 
development projects except when reference to th�s 
Comprehens�ve Plan �s expressly requ�red by an ap-
pl�cable development regulat�on.

The Plan format generally presents a Plan “goal,” 
followed by “pol�c�es” related to the goal, and may 
�nclude a “d�scuss�on” about the goals and pol�c�es. 
Each of these components is defined as follows:

Goals represent the results that the C�ty hopes to 
real�ze over t�me, perhaps w�th�n the 20-year l�fe 
of the Plan, except where �nter�m t�me per�ods are 
stated. Whether expressed �n terms of numbers or 
only as d�rect�ons for future change, goals are not 
guarantees or mandates. 

Policies should be read as �f preceded by the words 
“�t �s the C�ty’s general pol�cy to...” A pol�cy helps 
to guide the creation or change of specific rules 
or strateg�es (such as development regulat�ons, 
budgets or program area plans). City officials will 
generally make decisions on specific City actions by 
follow�ng ord�nances, resolut�ons, budgets or pro-
gram area plans that themselves reflect relevant 
Plan pol�c�es, rather than by referr�ng d�rectly to th�s 
Plan. Implementat�on of most pol�c�es �nvolves a 
range of C�ty act�ons over t�me, so one cannot s�mply 
ask whether a specific action or project would fulfill a 
part�cular Plan pol�cy. For example, a pol�cy that the 
C�ty w�ll “g�ve pr�or�ty to” a part�cular need �nd�cates 
that need w�ll be treated as �mportant, not that �t w�ll 
take precedence �n every C�ty dec�s�on.

Some pol�c�es use the words “shall” or “should,” “en-
sure” or “encourage,” and so forth. In general, such 
words should be read to descr�be the relat�ve degree 
of emphas�s that the pol�cy �mparts, but not neces-
sarily to establish a specific legal duty to perform a 
part�cular act, to undertake a program or project, or 
to achieve a specific result. Whether such a result is 
�ntended must be determ�ned by read�ng the pol�cy 
as a whole and by exam�n�ng the context of other 
related pol�c�es �n the Plan.

Some policies may appear to conflict, particularly in 
the context of a specific fact situation or viewed from 
the d�fferent perspect�ves of persons whose �nterests 
may conflict on a given issue. A classic example is 
the oft-referenced “conflict” between policies calling 
for “preservat�on of the env�ronment” and pol�c�es 
that “promote econom�c development.” Because Plan 
pol�c�es do not ex�st �n �solat�on, and must be v�ewed 
�n the context of all potent�ally relevant pol�c�es, �t �s 
largely �n the appl�cat�on of those pol�c�es that the 
�nterests wh�ch they embody are reconc�led and bal-
anced by the leg�slat�ve and execut�ve branches of 
C�ty government.

Before th�s Plan was adopted, the C�ty of Seattle had 
many pol�c�es �n place wh�ch were approved over 
the course of many years, and wh�ch affect the full 
range of programs and serv�ces prov�ded by the C�ty. 
To the extent a conflict may arise between such a 
pol�cy and th�s Plan, the Plan w�ll generally preva�l, 
except that pol�c�es that are used �n the appl�cat�on 
of ex�st�ng development regulat�ons shall cont�nue to 
be used unt�l those regulat�ons are made cons�stent 
w�th the Plan pursuant to RCW 36.70A.040.

Discussion �s prov�ded to expla�n the context �n 
wh�ch dec�s�ons on goals and pol�c�es have been 
made, the reasons for those dec�s�ons, and how the 
goals and pol�c�es are related. The d�scuss�on por-
t�ons of the Plan do not establ�sh or mod�fy pol�c�es, 
but they may help to �nterpret pol�c�es.
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Appendices to the Plan conta�n certa�n requ�red 
maps, �nventor�es and other �nformat�on requ�red by 
the GMA, and �n some cases further data and d�scus-
s�on or analys�s. The append�ces are not to be read 
as establ�sh�ng or mod�fy�ng pol�c�es or requ�rements 
unless specified for such purposes in the Plan poli-
c�es. For example, descr�pt�ons of current programs 
�n an append�x do not requ�re that the same pro-
gram be cont�nued, and deta�led est�mates of how 
the C�ty may expect to ach�eve certa�n goals do not 
establ�sh add�t�onal goals or requ�rements.


